
APPENDICES

A. Public Participation  Report

B. SafetyAudit and Crime RiskAssessment  Executive  Summary

C. Phase  I Report

D. Block Density Study

E. Seattle  P-l Article

Aurora-Litton  Neighborhood  Plan 51



Aurora-Litton Neighborhood Planning

Public Participation Report
March 2, 1999

Aurora-Litton neighborhood planning has its roots in discussions held by the Litton Springs

Community Council in 1996. Challenged to expand the group to be inclusive of the proposed

residential urban village at 97@Aurora,  interested participants on both sides of Aurora were

quickly found. Throughout the neighborhood planning process, participation has been quite even

from both sides of Aurora Avenue and this is leading to a new definition of what really is the

“neighborhood.” The term Aurora-Litton has emerged to denote the area that includes the

“Aurora-Litton Residential Urban Village.” The Aurora Avenue Merchants Association has

declined to participate in the process. However, several business people in the area have

participated and the Aurora-Litton Planning Group (ALPG) has made special efforts to notify and

involve local merchants in their planning. The group is grateful to Seattle City Light for offering a

centrally-located meeting space throughout the planning process at the North Service Center

auditorium.

Highlights of Public Involvement in Making the Plan

The Aurora-Litton Planning Group has used walking tours effectively both to survey specific

aspects of their neighborhood and to provide preference information for a formal safety audit of

their area. While notices have been mailed frequently, the group has on several occasions

divided up and hand delivered flyers, notices, and surveys. As a result, the participants have

become very familiar not only with their local “ground” but also with their local business

community.

The Aurora-Litton Planning Group has been innovative in their focus on graphics as a planning

tool. In their initial meetings, Jan Brucker  (co-chair and innovator) created a neighborhood slide

show with a narrative. At several points in the process she showed the slide show again and the

narrative changed as the group became more and more familiar with the topics and slides under

discussion. The group was very careful in their consultant hiring to ensure that graphics was an

expertise available throughout their process.

A special publication The  Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazetfe  has been published

throughout the planning process, sometimes combined with the Litton Springs Community

Council’s Licfon  Springs Currents to attract more involvement.



The Aurora-Litton Planning Group has done most of their planning in town hall meetings and

workshops. Topical subcommittees helped plan these events and provided extra effort to follow-

through on research and  studies. The steering committee has been lead by three co-chairs, who

have taken on most of the administrative responsibility for this planning effort. Town hall or large

group meetings have been held almost monthly throughout the planning process. Additional

subcommittee, steering committee and co-chair meetings have been held at least monthly and

often more frequently.

Focused Meetings, Walking Tours, and Surveys
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June 14, 1997: Special Aurora-Litton town hall meeting and slide show.

September 6, 1997: Special Aurora-Litton town hall meeting focus on Aurora Avenue (review
of approaches taken by Shoreline, Tukwila, Lynnwood  and a second look at the slide show).

September, 1997: Walking tour to explore connections between the parts of the
neighborhood and how they “work” to provide connections between and to/from local
businesses on Aurora Avenue North.

November, 1997: Special assignment: block density study. Consultant created instruction
sheets, block maps and provided cameras for volunteers to study specific blocks. Volunteers
reported back.

December, 1997: Planning surveys distributed by mail in The  Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood
Planning Gazeffe and about 800 delivered door-to-door. Survey return was poor and it was
redistributed in January through a “stakeholder mailing” of the Aurora-Licfon Gazeffe.

February 14, 1998: Aurora-Litton town meeting: “Where is the heart of Aurora-Litton?”
Workshop focused on where the commercial, public and natural centers are in the Aurora-
Litton neighborhood.

April 1998: Safety audit survey included in Aurora-Licfon Gazeffe mailed to Aurora Avenue
merchants as well as the group’s mailing list.

April 1998: Safety audit walks (4), selected walks to identify whe;e people fear criminal
activity.

April 1998: Land use walk to investigate potential land uses and development.

May 1998: Public and Open Spaces Workshop.

June 1998: Aurora Avenue Workshop.

July 1998: Linkages Workshop.

August 1998: Zoning, Boundaries, and Design Review Workshop.

September 1998: Litton Springs Picnic.

September 1998: Presentation of Safety Audit and Risk Assessment Report. Does the fear
of crime match actual crime incidence? Does the fear of crime match reported crime
patterns?

November 1998: Focus group validation meeting especially for local business people.

November 1998: Aurora-Litton “Neighborhood Plan Newsletter” (validation mailer) containing
a plan summary was distributed as a “stakeholder mailing” Comments due on December 20,
1998. Copies of the Draft Plan were made available at several locations.

December 1998: Town Hall Validation Meeting.

December 1998: Formal request for comments by the Aurora-Avenue Merchants
Association. Comments gathered, reviewed, and the Draft Plan revised (including the City’s
preliminary comments).



l January 1999: Detailed comments were received from the Aurora Avenue Merchants
Association and were reviewed carefully by co-chairs before completing revisions to the
Aurora-Litton Plan.

l March 1999: Final Plan completed.

Neighborhood Planning Newsletters Published:

Licfon Springs Currenfs, on Neighborhood Planning, January ‘97

Licfon Springs Currenfs, on Neighborhood Planning, February ‘97

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazefte, Vol. 1, Undated First Issue (May ‘97)

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazette Meeting Notice (undated second issue, June/July
‘97)

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazetfe, Vol. 1: Issue No. 3, Aug/Sept.  ‘97

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazette, Vol. 1, Issue No. 4, Oct/Nov ‘97

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazeffe, Vol. 1, Issue No. 5, Dec. ‘97

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazeffe, Vol. 2, Issue No. I, Jan. ‘98 (mailed as
stakeholder mailing)
Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning Gazeffe, Vol. 2, Issue No. 2 (Dotty does not have, is there
one?)
Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Ptanning Gazeffe, Vol. 2, Issue No. 3, April ‘98

Aurora-Litton Neighborhood Planning Gazette, Vol. 2, Issue No. 4, May ‘98

Aurora-Litton Neighborhood Planning Gazeffe, Vol. 2, Issue No. 5, July-Aug ‘98

Aurora-Licfon Neighborhood Planning  Gazette, Vol. 2, Issue No. 6, October ‘98

Aurora-Litton Neighborhood P/an News/&er, November 1998 (validation mailer sent to
stakeholders)

Special Opportunities/Projects on Specific Issues

August 1997: Aurora-Litton group creates special outreach to Aurora Avenue Merchants
including a first-class-letter and visitations or phone calls to merchants. Co-chair attended
Aurora Avenue Merchants Association Meeting.

October 1997: Intersection of North 90” Street and Aurora Avenue North selected for special
focus discussion at the Pedestrian Planning Workshop sponsored by Seattle’s Planning
Commission at the U.W. Aurora-Litton group members participated and reported to
community.

October 1997: Open Space Committee joined a community meeting at Wilson-Pacific School
to review vision of landscape architect Randy Allworth  for future redevelopment of the site. A
point person of the planning group made regular reports to the Aurora-Litton group on
progress.

January 31 1998: Aurora-licton folks participated in the North North Gathering convened by
NPO to hear about issues affecting all north groups.

March 1998: The.group  reproduced their Phase I report and delivered it to each local
merchant.

May 1998: A subcommittee of the Aurora-Litton group began discussions with DPR about
the Kelm House to identify options.

June 1998: Councilmember Conlin addressed the Board of the Aurora Avenue Merchants
Association at the request of neighborhood planning groups that jnclude  Aurora Avenue.
Aurora-Litton’s participant who is also an AAMA member observed and reported.



July 1998: SPD Crime Prevention made an invaluable contribution of data to the Aurora-
Litton Safety Audit and Risk Assessment.

July 1998: Many Aurora-Litton participants joined other neighborhood planning group
participants in topical discussion of mutual interest at North North Gathering convened by
NPO.

July 1998: Discussion between Aurora-Litton co-chair, NPO, and SPU initiates drainage
assessment and program to address issues of Litton Springs Creek. SPU agrees to explore
daylighting the creek on the Wilson-Pacific site as a possible option.

September 1998: Aurora-Litton group joined the Litton Springs Community Council Picnic,
held a brief al fresco meeting, and shared in both the fun and the opportunity to talk with
people about neighborhood planning.

September 1998: Briefing by City Light on North Service Center renovation.

October 1998: Planting of the new street end park at 95th Street and Ashworth Avenue next
to Litton Springs Park.

November 1998: A very special invitation was developed with four business owners in the
area to gather business owner/manager input on the Draft Plan. The event was a breakfast
meeting at a local restaurant and Councilmember Licata joined the group.

Dotty DeCoster,  NPO



AURORA - LICTON CRIME RISK ASSESSMENT REPORT August 1998

Safety Audit and Crime Risk Assessment Study
Conducted for the Aurora-Litton Neighborhood Planning Group
by Action Assessment Group, Inc., Langley, B.C., CANADA, 1998

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

In April 1998, the Aurora Litton  Planning Group (ALPG) hired Action Assessment Group,
Inc., crime prevention planners and urban safety consultants, to conduct a crime risk
assessment of the Aurora Avenue/ Litton  Springs area. Part one of this study was to conduct
a safety audit of the area with nei&borhood residents, business persons and employees to
assess fears of crime in the area and glean recommendations from them as to how the Aurora-
Litton Planning Group could provide direction in their neighborhood plan for improvements
to prevent crime and alleviate fear of crime. Part two was a crime risk assessment analysis of
actual crime reported in the area and the “fit” between the perception of crime and the
reported crime statistics.

BACKGROUND RESEARCEI

Crime prevention through environmental design otherwise known as CPTED (pronounced
*sep-ted”) starts from the premise that human activities are strongly influenced by the
physical environment and that good physical design can reduce opportunities for crime to
occur. CPTED examines how the physical attributes of locations can be modified to
discourage undesirable criminal and nuisance behavior and encourage the social interaction
and group activities that create strong neighborhood communities. CPTED practitioners are
developing and communicating “case histories” to demonstrate how modest changes in a
physical environment are assisting communities in creating safer and healthier places.

The “safety audit” was developed in Toronto, Ontario, Canada by the Metropolitan Toronto
Police Force and the Metro Action Committee on Public Violence against Women and
Children (METRAC) in 1988, based on victimization studies in the Toronto Metro system.
The safety audit is a tool used in the crime risk assessment technique where residents’,
visitor’ or workers’ perceptions of the environment, or fear of crimes, are recorded in a
walking tour at night (and sometimes during the day depending on the circumstances).

The risk assessment technique, developed by Action Assessment Group is a planning tool
developed to asses the actual risks of crime in an area based on a variety of statistical and
demographic attributes that can affect crime patterns related to existing or proposed
developments. Statistics are based on local police experience.

I
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STUDY METHODS

In April 1998, members of the Action Assessment Group team surveyed the site extensively
and photographed locations that detracted from or benefited the appearance of safety in the
Aurora-Litton planning area. Four safety audit routes were selected and volunteers were
recruited with as much diversity of age, physical size and condition as possible for each route.
Four evening safety audits were performed with local residents and employees of Seattle City
Light North Service Center (a local business) as participants, and perceptions were recorded
and mapped as “fear of crime zones.”

Next, in collaboration with the Aurora-Litton Planning  Group, David Nemens Associates and
Inghram Design Consultants, residential and business mailed surveys were developed and
distributed to the ALPG mailing list fast, and then in a USPO saturation mailing as a
Neighborhood Planning Office “stakeholder mailing.” Other surveys were taken door-to-door
for both residents and businesses. The surveys were designed to develop a demographic
profile of the user groups, their duration in the area, fears of crime, and times people do or do
not feel safe in the neighborhood at home or at work.

Concurrently, crime data was obtained from the Seattle Police Department in the form of
dispatch data (actual police responses to calls for service) for 1996, 1997, and January - May
1998, and crime statistics from official SPD reports for 1994 and 1995 showing crime
statistics by census blocks. The dispatch data included maps by crime or call type covering
the study area by year, and composite maps were developed for 1996-May  1998 to develop
overall patterns. These patterns of hotspots were then overlaid on an existing zoning map for
the proposed Aurora-Litton urban village and on existing building footprints to show there is
a relationship between crime patterns and urban form. An analysis of the numbers of crime or
call types was conducted to mathematically show the percentages of crime or call categories
by ranking from highest to lowest to develop a picture of what generated most of the police
calls for service and what the real risks of crime were.

CONCLUSIONS

Safety Audit
The safety audit participants and their observations reveal that the majority of the Aurora-
Litton  neighborhood area is safe, with exceptions being the Aurora Avenue North corridor,
and several side streets, North 85th  Street to Inter-lake Avenue, and North 105 Street and
portions of Northgate Way. While participants commented on elements generating fears for
personal safety, numerous landscape features such as mailboxes, use of ornate landscaping
and fences, public art, and ambient lighting from homes enhanced feelings of public safety.
Other items such as daylighting Litton  Creek and improving the area around Litton  Springs
Park and the Wilson-Pacific School area generated consensus as an important focus for
building community.

Most of the fears for personal safety centered around lack of amenities for pedestrian safety
and traffic, crossing points on Aurora Avenue North and Northgate Way. Other areas within
the neighborhood have been singled out as being unsafe for pedestrians due to lack of
sidewalks, or the interference of traffic calming devices such as traffic circles.
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Other observations hampering personal safety revolved around a need for more maintenance
of lands fronting public open spaces and rights-of-way, such as tree trimming, open fences for
visibility, sidewalk repair, and general property management.

On Aurora Avenue North, the area of greatest concern, participants felt that regardless of the
land uses dominated by automobile traffic and patronage, pedestrians will be a feature on the
street at least some of the time, as casual users or as passengers from transit. Telephone
interviews with residents during the course of this study indicated that some residents want to
be able to use Aurora Avenue as a place to conduct daily activity and shopping, but they are
restricted due to fear of crime and the lack of amenities and features on Aurora Avenue that
allow users to feel safe at night, and sometimes during the day, makes this environment a very
unwelcoming space. The crime risk analysis bears out many of these concerns in the analysis
of police dispatch data.

Risk Assessment
The risk assessment analysis shows that year after year the patterns of crime generally remain
constant, concentrated along many of the same roads and other areas mentioned in the safety
audit. What the numbers from the surveys appear to show is that in spite of the fears of
crime, the greatest fears are for traffic concerns, and ease of mobility in the neighborhood. As
a result there were numerous calls for sidewalks in areas frequented by pedestrians, and in _
general a way to have more control over neighborhood streets by pedestrians.

Literature research has shown from other reports and papers that the primary consideration of
user needs is that people want to see more pedestrians who are legitimate users of public and
private facilities on the streets. People are strongly sensitive to the appearance of how safe
existing pedestrians look on public right of ways. If there are no pedestrians on the street,
those areas tend to be avoided. More pedestrians on the streets is an indicator to visitors and
others that some modicum of informal control of the premises is exercised by residents and
proprietors of businesses.

Data from the police showed that the majority of crimes were object oriented, such as toward
cars, or that property damage was a result of burglary to businesses and homes. Highest on
the over 4,300 dispatched calls for service were traffic incidents, such as DWl or other
investigative incidents. Second on the list were police responses to domestic violence
incidents between persons in their own homes. This revelation indicated that personal safety
risk at home is higher by far, than being assaulted by strangers on the street. Furthermore, the
more random pattern of domestic incidents indicate that domestic violence cuts across
demographic, racial and economic lines. Violent crimes such as rape, sexual offenses, arson,
homicide, prowlers, and weapons charges were all less than 1% of the total calls for service.

While the number of persons experiencing assaults in the residential and business surveys
show that almost no-one had been assaulted, and they all generally feel safe during most times
of the week, vehicular thefts, assaults observed or heard of, reported robberies tended to
generate a high fear of crime in the area. Of the dispatch data shown, assaults make up 7.5%
(326 incidents over 2-l/2 years) of the calls for service. The majority of those assaults were
telephone threats.

Generally the results appear to show a neighborhood that has a number of hotspots, and that
crime is oriented toward objects, not people. But there are enough urban indicators in the -
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environment that visitors and residents have high fears of crime, notably in the Aurora
Avenue corridor, and on N. 85* Street and N. 105 Street/Northgate  Way.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The safety audit walks identified specific areas of fear of crime, and recommendations were
made for enhancing the pedestrian experience of the neighborhood streets for public safety.
The surveys showed that although there appears to be high fear of crime among residents and
members of the business community, the actual risk of assault on neighborhood streets,
workplaces, or nearby shopping areas appears to be low. The majority of responses indicate
that traffic on local streets cause more concerns for personal safety on local streets than
actual crime. The police data analysis clearly shows that crime is located in very specific
zones within the neighborhood planning boundaries, and that statistical analysis of calls for
service place traffic incidents highest of all calls for service from 1996 to the present. The
threat of violent crime and public safety on local streets pales compared to the figures shown
for domestic violence and object-oriented crimes, such as car prowling and property damage.
Plotting locations for police dispatch on local land use plans shows that there are areas
receiving repeat calls for service and crime patterns are not random.

Recommendations for crime prevention planning in the Aurora-Litton area are made on four
different levels of scale: the planning area, the sub-neighborhood area, the commercial spine
of Aurora Avenue North, and the block or house level. Many of the recommendations are
based on results of recent commumty workshops with the Aurora-Litton Planning Group,
locally available municipal documents, and literature from the Internet.

Planning Area
The streets in the planning area form the basic structure of the neighborhood, and dictate
major patterns of automobile and pedestrian movement. It is easy to pass through some
neighborhoods and not get any sense of neighborhood boundaries or character, so
transportation has a major impact on neighborhood definition, and crime prevention
measures.

. Boundary Definition and Place Making
Encourage programs that define neighborhood boundaries by means of public art
initiatives, sculpture programs, and other neighborhood markers. Boundary definition
also means adequate signage for efficient wayfmding, and locations of neighborhood
interest and businesses. Good examples of public art and neighborhood definition can
be found in the Fremont neighborhood, such as the Fremont Troll, the statue of Stalin,
the Canal Street Must Stop sculpture at Canal Street and Fremont Avenue, and the rocket
on North 25th Street and Evanston Avenue North.

l Bus Routes and Stops
Plan new bus routes and bus stops were they can be watched by local businesses and
residents. For example, relocate bus stops from adjacent lots or land uses that have poor
lighting and visibility to and from the site, and have low potential for victims to find
places of refuge while waiting for or getting off buses.

0 Street Closures
Investigate closing key streets where pedestrian linkages from important community
connections can be established between divided parts of the Aurora-Litton area. And
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esample could be to close some east-west streets where pedestrian crossings on Aurora
Avenue form critical pedestrian links between neighborhood sectors east and west of the
Aurora commercial area.

The purpose  of closing streets is twofold: to slow traffic on local streets, and allow
pedestrians to regain control of the street environment for the purposes of natural
surveillance. Based on survey information gathered from residents and businesses, and
police data, fear of crime appears to result horn respondents’ sense of personal control
of their street.

Points of street closures may be designed as local neighborhood gathering nodes with
businesses that support social activity and visitation such as coffee shops and cafes. Off-
street parking may be provided by using a section of closed streets as parking lots that
allow patrons from Aurora Avenue to park without endangering Aurora Avenue traffic.

Coordination with the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) and
the City of Seattle is required for careful planning of street closures to avoid traffic
displacement and aggravating problems elsewhere in the neighborhood.

0 Alleys: the untapped resource
The alleys in the Aurora-Litton area are poorly defined spaces w-here ownership of
territory is not clear, but they serve important connective functions between parts of the
neighborhood. However their current undeveloped state generates high crime fear levels
as indicated by the safety audits. Some crime actually does occur in the alleys, but no
hard evidence indicates that they are more dangerous than major roads such as Aurora
Avenue or North 105 Street. Alleys are an untapped resource for pedestrian connections
and urban revitalization. Potential exists for utilizing alleys as “safewalks” where people
can use them as alternatives to Aurora Avenue or local streets.

Efforts should be made to work with new or existing businesses and residents to develop
alleys as areas of commercial and residential development that provide natural
surveillance onto alleys. With alleys occupied by legitimate users, their presence can
create an enviromnent where those intent on committing criminal acts may feel they risk
being seen in those spaces.

l Traffic Calming
Encourage traffic cahning  strategies that allow cars to move slower in both directions,
and encourage street curbside parking on residential streets. Cars parked at curbside
become a safe barrier between pedestrians on the sidewalk handle local streets. Provide
sidewalks or residents and pedestrians to walk safely along local streets to points of
interest, and provide surveillance on streets.

Sidewalk improvements must include municipal street tree planting programs, and spaces
for personal gardening to the curb edge by residents. The continued use of mailboxes on
local streets also means that mail carriers provide neighborhood security and surveillance.

0 Street Lighting
Improvements in street lighting include lower lamp standards (12-14 feet), spaced to
eliminate excessive dark spots on sidewalks, and light up interior is of parked cars on the
street.
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In addition to municipal lighting programs, encourage neighborhood wide agreement that
front porch lights be left on at night to provide a more friendly atmosphere on otherwise
abandoned streets, and reduce fear levels of pedestrians. Lighting fixtures that allow true
color recognition should be encouraged for pedestrians and residents to identify potential
suspects of criminal activity

Neighborhood Area Level
This level planning includes the blocks within the neighborhood. Definition of the
neighborhood at this level is crucial for residents to develop a cognitive map of their
immediate area. Much discussion continues to present evidence that a neighborhood center or
heart of the community must be realized.

l Cormnunity Center, Core Area
Encourage discussion and planning for neighborhood community center, potentially on or
around the Wilson-Pacific School, extending to Litton  Springs Park. It is recommended
that daylighting of Litton  Creek through the school grounds as a community initiative
should be used to forge strong connections between neighbors and local organizations.

Consider multiple uses for the Wilson-Pacific School site and nearby buildings for cafes
or other meeting places within the neighborhood, that encourage extended hours of use
for on premises or nearby. Local bus stops should be located near such facilities for
passenger safety.

l Block Level Planning
Encourage residents to close off streets on occasion for block parties to form community
connections within the neighborhood of the residents to become more familiar with their
neighbors.

Develop a maintenance program for building owners and homeowners to keep their
grounds in good repair to reduce esthetic eyesores and improve pedestrian safety on local
sidewalks.

The use of low fencing and personal planting will create boundary definition for
individual homes and streets. The attention to detail is an indicator that residents care
about their turf.

Aurora Avenue North Commercial Spine
The Aurora Avenue corridor is the most complex part of the planning area and requires
active involvement between merchants, residents, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle to
incorporate crime prevention through environmental design recommendations.

The Aurora Avenue Workshop held by the Aurora-Litton Planning Group in June 27th  1998
generated a number of recommendations for the neighborhood plan to address the aesthetics
of changes Aurora Avenue, potential impact of future development/ redevelopment,
potentials to enhance pedestrian crossings, and wrapped recommendations to reduce the threat
of criminal activity. Draft recommendations related to criminal activity reduction include but
are not limited to:

. Increased police presence on Aurora Avenue and adjacent side streets and alleys.
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Support  community  policing efforts, and increased dialogue between residents and
merchants.

Ensure development regulations create safe spaces including:
1. lighting for new construction that prevents shadows and glare, and provide

adequate illumination
2. prevent crime opportunities, such as hidden doorways
3. encourage buildings that allow people to have their “eyes” on the street

Fund and implement streetscape improvements including:
1, consistent signage to reduce confusion
2. smooth surfaces, curb cuts, lighting, markings to increase pedestrian and disabled

safety
3. enhanced streetscape aesthetics

Technology
Devices such as security cameras to monitor activity should be used only as the last resort
when other design changes are not possible

Redevelopment around hotspots
The crime risk map can be used to generally locate districts needing attention, but site
redevelopment must involve detailed study of the type of crimes happening in those areas
prior to recommending design solutions.

Encourage the use of Design Review and CPTED. Develop neighborhood design review
guidelines. Require that ail new development incorporate crime prevention planning
measures, and that building design is sensitive to pedestrian movement and safety in the
public realm.

Encourage more pedestrian friendly amenities along Aurora Avenue, and incorporate
cafes, restaurants and other shops, some of which are opened past normal office hours to
encourage pedestrian and legitimate nighttime activity

Establish safe zones/nodes for multiple uses where pedestrian safety is assured. These
zones can be located at street comers where side streets are closed to automobile traffic
and pedestrian crosswalks are located across Aurora Avenue. These sites are good
locations for bus stops, as they are places of refuge for transit passengers in the event of
emergency.

Redesign buildings and the pedestrian overpass at 103rd and Aurora Avenue. The west
end of the overpass has steps while the east end is ramped. This dangerous movement
predictor is hazardous to persons using wheelchairs or for children on strollers. For
wheelchair bound persons, the steps turn the overpass into and entrapment area.

General Policies
Policy development for the Aurora-Litton Neighborhood Plan for crime prevention will be
integrated throughout the goals and policies of the Plan. Issues such as domestic violence and
prostitution are not easily addressed in the scope of this report and are difficult to address in a
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physical plan. General policy decisions should avoid stigmatization of homeless people and
families, prostitutes, the elderly, and physically challenged persons.
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April 21, 1998
7:30  pm - 9:30 pm

Team 1
Carol Murphy
Naomi Murphy
Paul lnghram
Scott Bennett
Burt Bradley

Facilitator:
Carla Hotel
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Aurora Ave and 97th
Residential UrbaI1 Village

u Safety Audit Team #2 Route

” 4 w

l-?ep;rrcd by:.
T’nr  offIce of Mannagement
uld  Planning
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April 21,1998
7:30 pm - 9:30 pm

Team 2
Sarah Middeton
Edie Whitsett
Jerry Smith
Jerry Owens

Facilitator:
David Wright
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April 21,1998
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Team 3
Sarah Middletor
Jerry Smith
Paul lnghram
Edie Whitsett

Facilitator:
Carla Hotel



Aurora Ave and 97th
Residential  Urban Village
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Aurora Ave and 97th
Residential  Urban Village Composite Fear of Crime Map

Prepared by:The Offtce IX- Matn~emenc
and Pluming
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Paving at ally  ends and  bail
cmssing  are boundary
mafken  for terntonal
deflnitlon.

Bar upgraded. change3 in food
and  liquor offerings.  Parking
shared  with plumbing store %o
parking lot is acuped  after
dark.

Small  cafe:  Early  morning
bmakfasts.  lunches

Alley as a pedestdan  LO
buff%%  from  noise  of A
Avenue. and  couM  lx ai
imp&ant  pedestnan  linl
me nelghborhood.

existtng unsafe bos  St00

AURORAAVENUE/ALLEY

Bus  stop  relocated  to ‘safety
pkkef of businesses:

Right of way  incorporate
intu  maeational  pedastl
linkage.  and trail  forma

-gem have plaa,  of \ 17”
rtf~ge and halp  rf thW tM
victimized.

oonenuous amomef  use.
natural  surveNmoe

Mix of rstaiifmstaurarltm
shops. Ointng  patiu ()rowdeS
Seomitywith  views  td
surmundlngs.

Pedestnan -ngs end sahtv
i&and%  coordinate  for key cross
~,pmwsad  1
ney)hborhood ‘gate&p%’ II

i /

Thll  st=eet  now queter  and

Mom pedestrian  actMy and

buidlngshusln-:
attempt to rebm  or mcdfy

NW buinesws/buMings:
as add  ons.  ~nflll  on vacant
land  to suppoll  existing

Restaurant  and
movie  maw comple$  mm
ofkas on second  tloot.
Ovmiappng  hours of us0
means  people am amund

I

I

POSSIBLE FUTURE  SCENARIO
--.-

Scale:  Appor  I’=40



Down  IighUng  and  window  to

Allay upgraded  and  paved.
Pedestnan  use  is
-uraaed  un,h  Aew trees_.___ -~--  .._ _ ----,

* . batter  Iightmg,  rastiential
pfesenoe.  The  allay is quieter

men~Avenue.

_.._ ._-I.---.---.  --
AURORA  AVENUE  I, MIXED USE BUILDING 1 ALLEY HOMES

1 -I 1

1 CROSS  SECTION  FROM AURORA AVE. TO ALLEY

J Not to scale

bpapalldnsIctnc64dro
pafiungaftsna%Qpm.acd

aDmdoned.

“acam land  SIta of dw dsalfng
mnd  bus *top.  Ad,ac.am  lmd

/

“sa am targels  Of recant  ol~  *
M-?dpmpsrm- &*I

Rcmidsnclsl  aprmran  buldq

sbmg padaltnrn  link  bwu
md pmu nghf  d way arswfy
wed aa mfamal  pwmman
accwsbAumaAm.  __

Rsa~dems  afraid  (0 80 out BL

Them  am some  locatkmdm!h
bus  stops  in lkolatad  pzunts  On
Aunxa Ave. This  Study IS 10
identify and  potential  ‘safe
pockets’  where transd  mers
and  pedestrians can  be seen  tw
busmsses  and patruns.

n POSSIBLE  EXISTlt4G  SCENARIO
Not  to scale

SAFE URBAN DESIGN STUDY

PREPARED  FOR

AURORA  LICTON  PLANNING  GROUP,
SEAl-fLE.  WASHINGTON

USA

ACTION ASSESSMENT  GROUP, INC.a,-2oE43 9s’ *“en”0
Lanpky.  BC  “1M 3W3

CaW
mm.:  (ew) s-52 33s7
FIX (SW  882  -3.728

wc.xIs.z,Rc*mcnm~  .  CRlW  mfvwnD*wWLR¶  .  “laA*DE*m
UncaN  wm  COUVLTUTI

TORoNrO UNGLEY

noJlcr VAMl
AURORA  AVE.  SAFE URBAN DESIGN CONCEPTS

NGRRAM  DESIGN  CONSULTAh7s  .“d
DAvm  nLHmS  a As-m.  NC.

lllT.l. SCALE
FXAMPLE EXERCISE AS SHOWN
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icton Springs: Touch of histury j1
Lir,m  Page  Bl

.-.--

,’ ,I!1 began.
A t  Pt!!ing‘s P o n d ,  SY-year-old

..“iarles Pilling raises wiid and exotic

.i :crerfow!.  to ifie curiosq  of ornithol-
+ts around the world.

At iidon Springs Park, histon’ IS

Seruwn  1XW and 1602. Seartie
YYS Dal;id 0. Denny kept a summer
7: 17~2  there. iarer ii became a c0.m.

merriait7pd
health spa, used
much as :t had
been by the re-
gion’s pa;‘;:yst
resident\, in-
ciudtng Ch;cf
Seattle.

Indeed, ac-
cording tg.1 the
late h is tor ian
D o n a l d  shcr-

“( .wood. ,‘llcrijn”
Pi!ifng I4 d Nal:\r

American sword
7mnrng ‘red,pa:ntrd Lcaters:  a re
4: yG the spr:ngs’  Iron and sutfur

! ,r;pent
“be nr:g;lit~rhtcds ~&rtr  ;11e  ‘i

*rlv meetmg wiii  be held at  9 a.m
.c:i rrou’~ pk Iwo blocks  away 3: r’nr
‘!I;~ I tght North Substation Audm~ri-

..:)I Th-th  97th Srreel  and Stone %S
‘,%, ct: “Take !hf L i t; bus .. ,ay< ;t

7:;  bulietm.

br cm ;,Li:xJ;ng  pul-pbr’~.  lhi:

.~:-~~ra~l.tct~m  3prmps neighborit:&.
/ Y,‘i.‘!:W  DC1 ti! [ItiE!  KittCh  &5lh S1X$!t

‘./ ZoJ?flga!P  xii:-  n:rd f’rory -id:-a,:<,
OS: !(I : hi l-5 !re&av..I.xcept  for busy
:un..r;t and %%s;r!  T’;~:fic  Schcx;i,  :hc
:-q$htJrhutd  compr&es  prin!dr:iv

.;~gl~-fXJXl~  h~~Rlt3.  duplexes i!Jl!i  a
‘?A$, apailmrn: hou’;cs

raking yhapr per the next ltt ‘o
:I ; :‘c:ar‘L;  a< pan rj! the CI&‘s  ov~all
Sr:-q-ehrnstvc  pisn. however  CX.~

‘it’ r!w ekmr~!!!.\  oi an ‘Whit-t  wLq7,‘~
v. bich the pirwr:t pqkii;ltica I;kt+i~,
..,x,3 doLhle

WC  tia\:c 3 Ii:! of questton~.’ $agd
i<nzker “LWh I? really make sense ;o
~i.CM-P Ii’b d%%,  P reWJentia1  utian
: tliage’) Vsbai w0:lk.l  the city need to
++dy fi)r it tcl work? ti’hat iv&d the
~iizindanc~  be?

“And before we answer rbr~se
.ii~..Ji‘,?..  ;.vbii~rP \\-O~Jl~+  ,is h?;i!y !,p‘:‘.

C:ertainly n o t  a t  Pililllg~b t;c,r~~i,
-tough close. maybe. some suggest.

Pilling nods He likes the idea
“A lot of the neighbors wouid iike

:V figure WI a way to keep this gong
,:,m P 1 caf?  manage ir any more,” h>
-&ii.

Born and raised in rhe house he
stil lives m on North 90th Street.
Pi%n- !Y&s 93~ ninny changes .4s ii
<rd. he roc;c ear!:;  enough each mom-
;ng to deiner the Pusr~inteh@nce:  b!
hritseback. ::len 32 m i l k  s i x  cou’s
before school.

persnickety buffleheads n-t  IW, and
in 1977 he did it again with Some
harleoum  ducks. Waterfowl fancieE
have jlocked to Pilling’s Pond ever
since.

Today the pond :s tucked behmd a
rusting wire tence but remams m full
view of passersby. As rhey look, they
may see black-necked geese from
S;uih  &America  o r  w i l d  a~& duciu
that come and go as they piease

,‘I:‘s  a wrinderfui  place. K’e’re very
tcirtunate  to have somerhtng iikc that
in the heart t)f Seattle, sard Idie i_lsh.
pr4knt <>i the Sea?& Aud&>r:
5: % it;&

i ihim  Spnngh P a r k .  to+> I\: d
:co;~I~riul  pinr.~.  sord Jc~ Ic'>t,jrw
She and her partner. fr:ld~tn %qpr
i;W across  ih street  I)? Dt’nzmrit~
ACt-ilW  NCJlf!~  ?iIld Gail WtifCtt the
actwn from then front \nindou.

“I:‘> lovely r;i\‘er there.”  lestone
‘3!(j -Pcop!e  F\;ttl;  LfJm?  her-r+  Ii\ hag*
weddrngs  ”

But is it tfrr i cinitriu::~ty‘~ hra17’~
‘IT’<  w-rdInl,v  ciose to fhr gfw-

gr@ttc  center. and tt tihistrate~ uur
concern over ihe lack of open space,’
md .irrrs-  <Mws.  co-chairman ~9th
Brzckrr  ‘oi the c~unununtr~:  I.CNIXII
‘f%oplP WP :x~r.cr?ncri  thal thert; isn’r

rnt*iigh (tur plav~r:g Ite!d~  ha:‘? iletc-
rtc~~rci How w:ti we handle FX~~:C ;ts
Indtlv pe(‘pir””

*-i. I!-!:,/,.. ‘.:I,‘.:,  r;.;:i*
..j :;p. ‘:a;;, .-,...-  ;+I ,;‘ii; 1;;:. n _,I
.; ::‘:;!,f,i::,~  :.‘..,- :. , !?

His chore\  continue a: :he p+>nc!  !>e
rreated  m 1920.  Tn 1955 h e  ~nade
i!mithologic  htstory as  the f i rs t  to
breed. a pan of hooded merganze~..
tie reared ?he feat with’.  a pair c.;f


